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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 

1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on December 27, 2007 has been 
entered. 

2. Applicants' arguments have been fully considered but they are not deemed to be 
persuasive. Rejections and/or objections not reiterated from previous office actions are 
hereby withdrawn. The following rejections and/or objections are either reiterated or newly 
applied. They constitute the complete set presently being applied to the instant application. 

3. Claims 46-52, 54, 55, 57, 58, 60, 61, and 62-71 are examined on the merits. 
RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS 

4. The prior art rejections of record have been withdrawn as necessitated by claim 
amendments. Applicant's arguments directed to withdrawn arguments are moot. Further, 
the newly cited prior art addresses the new limitation as cited below. 

5. On pages 11-14, Applicant has pointed to the specification to support that there is written 
description basis for the limitation of "the method are performed automatically, without the 
need for user intervention." Applicant's argument is not persuasive because the pointed 
disclosure ultimately supports that the method requires user intervention such as "no input 
devices, other than those needed to accept queries. . ." (page 33, line 30 to page 34, line 1 1) 
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because an input device to accept queries requires user intervention. Further, as previous 
cited, Figure 10 on pages 21-23 suports user intervention is needed via user requests. 

updated m groups 01 , x.xt - - n • " -» , vt ^ c. L 

results, vhm.-v ;.i «e>u:. yr^uy resuU'S: AS de t e rra i tie ri :m.;Y 
if th« user requests rayrs rescues, 

a«//M Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

6. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his inv ention. 

7. Claims 62 and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. NEW MATTER. 

8. Claim 62, lines 2-3, the limitation of "the method are performed automatically, without 
the need for user intervention" has not been found in the instant specification. The pointed to 
support of Figures 9, 10, and 14 have been considered; however, said figures do not provide 
written basis for the new limitation as originally filed. For example, the instant specification 
describes Figure 10 on pages 21-23 wherein user intervention is needed via user requests. 

results, where a next group of ressuit» is <5«-s rained only 
it she user requests i*wre sr«saits. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 
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9. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

10. Claims 49, 50, 57, and 58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention 
is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

1 1 . The claims are directed to computer-readable medium comprising executable 
instructions. Descriptive material can be characterized as either "functional descriptive 
material" or "nonfunctional descriptive material." Both types of "descriptive material" are 
nonstatutory when claimed as descriptive material per se, 33 F.3d at 1360, 31 USPQ2d at 
1759. When functional descriptive material is recorded on some computer-readable medium, 
it becomes structurally and functionally interrelated to the medium and will be statutory in 
most cases since use of technology permits the function of the descriptive material to be 
realized. Compare In re Lowry, 32 F.3d 1579, 1583-84, 32 USPQ2d 1031, 1035 (Fed. Cir. 
1994). However, the claims are directed is to computer-readable medium comprising 
executable instructions when executed by a machine processes... The claimed invention has 
at least two embodiments. First, the medium merely stores instructions in one embodiment 
(nonstatutory). The other is "when executed" which causes the interrelationship between 
instructions and medium. Therefore, the embodiment of merely storing instructions in a 
medium is nonstatutory. 

CLAIM REJECTIONS - 35 USC § 102 

12. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(a) the invention was known or used by others in this count r\ , or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

13. Claims 46-52, 54, 55, 57, 58, 60, 61, and 64-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as 
being anticipated by Zamir (1999). 

14. In regard to claim 46, Zamir discloses a method for processing 
search results the method comprising acts of: 

a) receiving search results that have been generated based on a query that includes one or 
more keywords (page 119, section 5.2, e.g. user entering a query, page 120, last line, main 
results page as in Figure 502, to page 121, line 1, query "Clinton"); 

b) receiving at least one of the one or more keywords (page 125, lines 6-8, e.g. Refine Query, 
page 126, Figure 5.4, "clinton" query refinement page for the first cluster of search results); 
and 

c) generating a set of final search results from the search results that were received, the act of 
generating being performed by using one or more segments of the search results, wherein 
each of the one or more segments used includes at least one of the one or more keywords 
(page 125, lines 6-8, e.g. Refine Query, page 126, Figure 5.4, "clinton" query refinement 
page for the first cluster of search results). 

15. In regard to claims 47, Zamir discloses 

1) determining, using the one or more keywords, whether or not a candidate search 
result is similar to a search result already in the set of final search results (page 105, 
item 4, e.g. "near duplicate elimination") and 

2) if it is determined that the candidate search result is similar to a search result 
already in the set of final search results, then not adding the candidate search result to 
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the set of final search results (page 106, lines 1-9, e.g. duplicate and remove one of 
them). 

16. In regard to claim 48, Zamir discloses 

1) determining, using the one or more keywords, whether or not a candidate search 
result is similar to a search result already in the set of final search results (page 29, 
last paragraph, e.g. if its similary is to this cluster is above predefined threshold the 
document will be added to that cluster, otherwise it will be used to create a new 
cluster), and 

2) adding the search results to the set of final search results only if it is determined 
that the candidate search result is not similar to any search results already in the set of 
final search result (page 29, last paragraph, e.g. if its similary is to this cluster is 
above predefined threshold the document will be added to that cluster, otherwise it 
will be used to create a new cluster). 

17. In regard to claim 54, Zamir discloses wherein the act of generating a set of final search 
results from the search results received includes using comparisons of the segments of the 
search results (page 29, last paragraph, e.g. each additional document is compared to existing 
clusters). 

18. In regard to claim 55, Zamir discloses wherein the set of final search results includes 
Web pages (page 127, section 5.3.1, e.g. web documents). 

19. In regard claims 49-52, 57, 58, 60, and 61, Hatakeyama discloses the computer-readable 
medium and apparatus (page 129, last paragraph, e.g. DEC AlphaStation 500) for 
implementing the above cited method. 
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20. In regard to claims 62 and 63, Zamir describes a selected phrase is automatically added to 
the "new query" query box, as the phrases in the dynamic index can be very helpful in 
defining the reformulated query (page 150, last two lines). 

21. 

22. In regard to claims 64-71, Zamir disclose the segments are windows defined by a 
predetdermined number of characters, words, sentences, and paragraphs (page 7, last 
paragraph, e.g. sliding windows of n words... phrases, page 38, last paragraph, e.g. sliding 
window of five words, and page 98, section 4.6, e.g. sliding windows of n words over the 
text). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

23. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

24. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent 
any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to 
point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the 
time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 
U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 



Application/Control Number: 10/602,965 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2168 

25. Claims 62 and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Zamir 
(1999) as applied to claims 46-52, 54, 55, 57, 58, 60, 61, and 64-71 above. 

26. In regard to claims 62 and 63, Zamir describes the claimed invention as cited above. 
Further, Zamir describes a selected phrase is automatically added to the "new query" query 
box, as the phrases in the dynamic index can be very helpful in defining the reformulated 
query (page 150, last two lines). Further, Zamir discloses the automatic querying accepting 
queries (page 125, lines 6-8, e.g. Refine Query, page 126, Figure 5.4, "clinton" query 
refinement page for the first cluster of search results). Applicant supports the method can be 
performed automatically, without user intervention by stating at the context of a search 
facility 730, not input devices, other than those needed to accept queries (page 32, lines 5- 
13). It would have been obvious to of ordinary skill in the art to conclude that the query 
method of Zamir is performed automatically without user intervention as exemplified by 
Applicant. 

CONCLUSION 

27. Patent applicants with problems or questions regarding electronic images that can be 
viewed in the Patent Application Information Retrieval system (PAIR) can now contact the 
USPTO's Patent Electronic Business Center (Patent EBC) for assistance. Representatives are 
available to answer your questions daily from 6 am to midnight (EST). The toll free number 
is (866) 217-9197. When calling please have your application serial or patent number, the 
type of document you are having an image problem with, the number of pages and the 
specific nature of the problem. The Patent Electronic Business Center will notify applicants 
of the resolution of the problem within 5-7 business days. Applicants can also check PAIR to 
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confirm that the problem has been corrected. The USPTO's Patent Electronic Business 
Center is a complete service center supporting all patent business on the Internet. The 
USPTO's PAIR system provides Internet-based access to patent application status and history 
information. It also enables applicants to view the scanned images of their own application 
file folder(s) as well as general patent information available to the public. 

28. For all other customer support, please call the USPTO Call Center (UCC) at 800-786- 
9199. The USPTO's official fax number is 571-272-8300. 

29. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to C. Dune Ly, whose telephone number is (571) 272-0716. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8 A.M. to 4 P.M. 

30. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim Vo, can be reached on (571) 272-3642. 

/Cheyne D Ly/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2168 



